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from ® to P it is kept continually before our eyes. And as B T show Hector 
to us as general, Z as son and husband, and H as single champion, so ® 
introduces him as a "bold driver" (vss. 88 ff.), describes the care bestowed 
on his horses by Andromache (vss. 186 ff.), and names the warrior who on 
Hector's brief day of glory, the third day's battle, is to act as his charioteer. 
The fact that in A, M, N, and II a knowledge of the name of Hector's 
charioteer is taken for granted, and that this knowledge was gained in ® 
is worth adding to the rapidly increasing pile of evidence that the Iliad is 
of a single warp and woof, rather than a patchwork, and that © cannot be 
taken away without leaving some ragged ends in the later books. 

The objection may be made that the originality of each of the passages 
which we have cited from A, M, N, and II has been challenged by some 
modern scholar, although by none of the ancient critics. We do not think 
it necessary to answer this objection at present since about four-fifths of 
the Iliad has suffered in this way during the past century. We only note 
a remarkable case of oscitancy on the part of Duntzer in his argument for 
the rejection of A 521-43 (Homerische Abhandlungen, p. 69). Duntzer asks 
how it happens that we find Hector in his chariot at this point, whereas at 
vss. 295 ff. he was on foot, as he is again at M 40. Of course a careful 
reading of the poem would have given the answer: at A 359 f. the poet 
tells us that Hector mounted his chariot again, 

ai/f £S $i<f>pov opowos 
i^iXad' is irXrjOw, 

and at M 81 we learn that he was not on foot but in his chariot at M 40. 
An equally careful and sympathetic reading of the Iliad will remove, we 
think, the other objections to the passages under discussion. Certainly 
if © were one of the latest expansions it is hard to conceive how a diaskeuast 
or the wretched centoist whom the critics assume to have been the com- 
poser of ©, should have taken the pains to refer so consistently to a minor 
character like Cebriones four times before his death at II 737 ff. 

Samuel E. Bassett 
University of Vermont 



ON POLYBIUS xxi. 5. 6 

ayaOol yap ol woXXol tv>v avOpmwiov ovk in rutv Kara. \6yov, dW €K tuiv 
o-vp./$aiv6vr<ov iroieitrOai ras Siakytj/tK- 

Ernesti in his Lexicon Polybianum interprets '"amant, solent judicare.' 
Nisi ita intelligendum non sunt habiles ad judicandum ex eo quod rationi 
est consentaneum, sed tantum ex eventu." The second suggestion is very 
harsh in view of the position of the ovk, and it will not be easy to find parallels 
for the first. Polybius is a slovenly writer, and may have extended ayaOo? 
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with the infinitive to include undesirable qualities. But it is simpler to 
suppose that he wrote d<i>0a<n yap ol iroXXoi. Cf. Plato's Laws 916 D: 

elwOaaiv ol iroWoi. 

Paul Shoeey 



VENTIDIUS AND SABINUS 

Some years ago I printed in Classical Philology (VIII, 389-400) an 
article in which I essayed to prove that a candidate for office jestingly alluded 
to in a certain letter of Cicero (Fam. xv. 20) could not possibly be the well- 
known Ventidius Bassus. Toward the end of the article I set down also a 
considerable number of reasons for believing that neither could the Sabinus 
mulio of the pseudo-Vergilian Catalepton x be Ventidius. Of this article 
I am reminded by certain remarks of Professor Tenney Frank recently pub- 
lished (Class. Phil., XV, 117). He mentions me with Th. Birt as opposing 
the identification of Sabinus mulio with Ventidius (which Mr. Frank for 
the sake of his thesis is bound to uphold), and states just two of my points 
as "the chief objections recently offered against the identification." These 
two points only he proceeds to answer. The casual reader might well 
imagine that I had myself put them so prominently forward as practically 
to rest my case upon them. I did not, and do not, so distinguish them. 
The second of them, indeed, was distinctly set forth as directed, not against 
the identification as such, but against Bucheler's peculiar argument for it. 
The case rests on a dozen or twenty reasons, not on these two, which might, 
indeed, be entirely sacrificed without substantially impairing the validity 
of the main proposition. 

But let us examine Mr. Frank's answers, which, as he affirms, make my 
objections disappear. He advances in defense of Biicheler a statement which 
Biicheler was certainly far from having in mind himself. Biicheler surely 
was thinking of the praetor as sitting on the regular tribunal praetorium, 
which he assumed was close by the temple of Castor. I pointed out that 
the praetor's tribunal is now known to have been far from Castor's temple. 
Mr. Frank answers on Bucheler's and his own behalf that in the late republic 
"the praetor's court was for some reason frequently held at the tribunal 
Aurelium, which was at the lower end of the forum and apparently near the 
front steps of the temple of Castor." This is all news indeed to me! I am 
not ignorant of the few ancient references to the tribunal Aurelium, but I 
had therefrom supposed the precise site of it (though it was doubtless in the 
Forum) to be indeterminable. That is the judgment of such men as Jordan 
and Hulsen. One might legitimately wonder on what Mr. Frank bases his 
assertion about its position. If I were to hazard a guess concerning the site, 
though I concede all the difficulties to be raised against the determination, 
I should be inclined to place it near the other end of the Forum, where the 



